


Wisconsin Towns Association
Richard J. Stadelman
Executive Director
W7686 County Road MMM
Shawano, Wis. 54166

Ph: (715) 526-3157
Fax: (715) 524-3917
E-Mail: wtowns@frontiernet.net

To: Assembly Ways and Means Committee

From: Rick Stadelman, Executive Director

Re: AB 92 Bill to allow reopening of Board of Review
Date: April 16, 2003

On behalf of Wxsconsm Towns Association 1 want to express our support
for AB 92 which would allow the local board of review to reopen upon its own
motion to correct errors which without being corrected could result in an ordered
reassessment by the Department of Revenue, which would cost the local unit of
government much more than reopening the board of review. While the use of
this authority under AB 92 may be very limited, the availability of such authority
would be an option to local governments that could save money and still maintain
fair and equitable tax assessments.

If a town, village, or city is required to pay for an supervised reassessment
by the DOR, the costs have beén from $40,000 and up, which -is five to ten .
times the costs of annuaE assessments. - When a town, village or city can observe
an obvious error, it should have the authority to reopen the board of review to
correct. An example of this type of situation would be when an assessor use an
incorrect per acre figure for a particular class or all classes of agricultural land
subject to use value. Rather than allow the matter to go to a supervised
reassessment, the town should be able to reopen the board of review and direct the
assessor to correct the error. A property owner still has all the remedies to
appeal from the board of review and if an error still exists petition for a
supervised reassessment. This bill does not harm property owners and offers an
opportunity to make corrections of errors without the onerous remedy of a
supervised reassessment. This bill does not cost the state any additional costs, vet

can_save money for local governments and better provide more equitable

assessments.
We urge your committee to recommend passage of AB 92, Thank you

for your consideration.
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